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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendments received on 5/25/06 and 7/1 8/06 have been entered 
and made of record. Currently, claims 1-28 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 5/25/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The applicant asserts that Starek teaches away from the claimed invention 
because Starek states that a problem with conventional products is that they rely on 
user activation of the process. Starek does in fact make this statement in the 
background of the invention. However, Starek contains a plurality of embodiments and 
the particular embodiment cited in the previous Office Action does rely on user input 
(see Fig. 4 and column 6 lines 5-25). Particularly, Starek states that a delete call 
(initially made by the user) is made, which is interpreted as the "trigger", and Starek 
further states, "the driver opens a handle to the file identified in the delete call" and 
"the driver overwrites the file with a specified overwrite array". The "delete call" is 
interpreted to be user activated, and therefore being activated according to a user-input 
value identified for a data file. Further, Starek states that the overwrite array can be 
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user-defined. Therefore, Starek can still be interpreted as disclosing the first three 
limitations as set forth in claim 1 and the associated limitations found in independent 
claims 12, 22, and 25. 

Therefore, the rejection of claims 1-28, cited in the previous Office Action, further 
including the current amendments to the claims, is maintained and repeated in this 
Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 1-5, 7, 10-18, and 20-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6070174 to Starek et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6078924 to Ainsbury et al. 

Regarding claim 1 , Starek discloses a device comprising: a storage medium 
supported in a housing (see Figs. 9-1 and column 3 lines 57-61), an erase trigger that 
effectuates an overwrite of a data file on the storage medium, wherein said overwrite is 
unique to said data file and is activated according to a user-input value identified for 
said data file (see Fig. 4 and column 6 lines 5-25 and 57-61), a secure storage medium 
eraser comprising an overwrite algorithm that erases the data file on the storage 
medium in response to the erase trigger (see Fig. 4, column 1 lines 50-59, and column 



Application/Control Number: 10/042,429 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2625 

6 lines 5-40) and a memory log for logging overwrite processes (see column 6 lines 26- 
30). 

Starek does not disclose expressly a report generator that can create a report on 
a status of a triggered erasure in response to predetermined criteria. 

Ainsbury discloses a report generator that can create a report on a status of a 
triggered erasure in response to predetermined criteria (see column 2 lines 41-46, 51- 
55, and 58-67, column 5 lines 3-7, 21-28, and 43-55, column 6 lines 40-49, and column 
14 lines 24-32). 

Regarding claim 12, Starek discloses a device comprising: a storage medium 
supported in a housing (see Figs. 9-1 and column 3 lines 57-61), an erase trigger that 
effectuates an overwrite of a data file on the storage medium, wherein said overwrite is 
unique to said data file and is activated according to a user-input value identified for 
said data file (see Fig. 4 and column 6 lines 5-25 and 57-61), a secure storage medium 
eraser comprising an overwrite algorithm that erases the data file on the storage 
medium in response to the erase trigger (see Fig. 4, column 1 lines 50-59, and column 
6 lines 5-40), and a memory log for logging overwrite processes (see column 6 lines 26- 
30). 

Starek does not disclose expressly a report generator that can create a report on 
a status of a triggered erasure in response to predetermined criteria and a report setup 
interface through which the predetermined criteria can be set. 

Ainsbury discloses a report generator that can create a report on a status of a 
triggered erasure in response to predetermined criteria (see column 2 lines 41-46, 51- 
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55, and 58-67, column 5 lines 3-7, 21-28, and 43-55, column 6 lines 40-49, and column 
14 lines 24-32) and a report setup interface through which the predetermined criteria 
can be set (see Figs. 1 and 2, column 2 lines 41-46 and 51-67, column 3 lines 3-26, 
column 5 lines 21-28, column 6 lines 40-49, and Table 3). 

Regarding claim 22, Starek discloses a selective secure erase report generation 
method comprising: overwriting a data file according to a predetermined secure erase 
method in response to an erase trigger activated by user-input value identified for said 
data file (see Fig. 4, column 1 lines 50-59, and column 6 lines 5-40) and a memory log 
for logging overwrite processes (see column 6 lines 26-30). 

Starek does not disclose expressly determining whether a report should be 
generated and generating a report of the status of a triggered erasure when the report 
should be generated. 

Ainsbury discloses determining whether a report should be generated, and 
generating a report of the status of a triggered erasure when the report should be 
generated (see column 2 lines 41-46, 51-55, and 58-67, column 5 lines 3-7, 21-28, and 
43-55, column 6 lines 40-49, and column 14 lines 24-32). 

Regarding claim 25, Starek discloses an apparatus including: a storage medium 
supported in a housing (see Figs. 9-1 and column 3 lines 57-61), an erase trigger that 
effectuates an overwrite of a data file on the storage medium, wherein said overwrite is 
unique to said data file and is activated according to a user-input value identified for 
said data file (see Fig. 4 and column 6 lines 5-25 and 57-61), and a secure storage 
medium eraser comprising an overwrite algorithm that erases the data file on the 
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storage medium in response to the erase trigger (see Fig. 4, column 1 lines 50-59, and 
column 6 lines 5-40). 

Starek does not disclose expressly a report generator that creates a report on a 
status of a triggered erasure in response to predetermined criteria including at least one 
of an indication that a report is to be generated, a type of report to generate, and a 
destination for the report; and a report setup interface through which the predetermined 
criteria can be set; the apparatus performing a selective secure erase report generation 
method comprising: checking to see whether a report is to be generated, when a report 
is to be generated: checking a type of report to generate, checking a destination for the 
report; and generating the report at the destination. 

Ainsbury discloses a report generator that creates a report on a status of a 
triggered erasure in response to predetermined criteria including at least one of an 
indication that a report is to be generated, a type of report to generate, and a destination 
for the report (see column 2 lines 41-46, 51-55, and 58-67, column 5 lines 3-7, 21-28, 
and 43-55, column 6 lines 40-49, and column 14 lines 24-32) and a report setup 
interface through which the predetermined criteria can be set (see Figs. 1 and 2, column 
2 lines 41-46 and 51-67, column 3 lines 3-26, column 5 lines 21-28, column 6 lines 40- 
49, and Table 3) the apparatus performing a selective secure erase report generation 
method comprising: checking to see whether a report is to be generated, when a report 
is to be generated: checking a type of report to generate, checking a destination for the 
report, and generating the report at the destination (see Tables 1-3, column 2 line 41- 
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column 3 line 38, column 14 lines 24-32, column 15 lines 11-14, and column 21 lines 3- 
19). 

Starek & Ainsbury are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, manipulation and storage of data. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the report generating, as described by Ainsbury, and which is 
well known in the art, with the system of Starek. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to decrease time spent 
deleting and overwriting data and searching, collecting, and analyzing reports and 
therefore increase process efficiency. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Ainsbury with Starek to obtain 
the invention as specified in claims 1,12, 22, and 25. 

Regarding claim 2, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 

1 , and Ainsbury further discloses wherein the report created by the report generator is 
printed on a substrate (see Table 3 and column 45 lines 51-53). 

Regarding claim 3, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 

2, and Ainsbury further discloses printing a report to a printing device (see Table 3 and 
column 45 lines 51-63, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
have the storage medium housed by the printing device). 

Regarding claim 4, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
1 , and Ainsbury further discloses a printing device in communication with a report 
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generator (see Table 3 and column 45 lines 51-63, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to have the printing device in communication with the storage 
medium). 

Regarding claim 5, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
1 , and Ainsbury further discloses wherein the report created by the report generator is 
an e-mail message (see column 15 lines 11-14). 

Regarding claim 7, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
5, and Ainsbury further discloses wherein the erase trigger is set by a user and the 
email message is sent to the user setting the erase trigger (see column 15 lines 11-14). 

Regarding claim 10, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
1 , and Ainsbury further discloses wherein the predetermined criteria include at least one 
of an indication of whether a report should be created, a type of report to be generated, 
and a destination of the report (see column 2 lines 41-46 and 51-67, column 3 lines 3- 
26, column 5 lines 21-28, column 6 lines 40-49, and Table 3). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
1 , and Ainsbury further discloses wherein the predetermined criteria can be set via a 
report setup interface (see column 3 lines 3-26 and column 5 lines 21-28). 

Regarding claim 13, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
12, and Ainsbury further discloses at least one graphical user interface (GUI) element of 
the report setup interface with which a user can set parameters of the predetermined 
criteria with which the report generator can create a report (see Figs. 1 and 2, column 2 
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lines 41-46 and 51-67, column 3 lines 3-26, column 5 lines 21-28, column 6 lines 40-49, 
column 21 lines 3-19, and Table 3). 

Regarding claim 14, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
13, and Ainsbury further discloses wherein the at least one GUI element includes a 
button (see column 3 lines 22-26). 

Regarding claim 15, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
13, and Ainsbury further discloses wherein the at least one GUI element includes a 
virtual keyboard with which a user enters a value of a parameter (see Figs. 1 and 2 and 
column 3 lines 3-26). 

Regarding claim 16, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
12, and Ainsbury further discloses wherein the report setup interface includes a report 
element indicative of whether a report should be created (see column 2 line 41 -column 
3 line 38, column 21 lines 3-19, and Table 3). 

Regarding claim 17, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
12, and Ainsbury further discloses wherein the report setup interface includes a type 
element indicative of what type of report should be created (see column 2 line 41- 
column 3 line 38, column 21 lines 3-19, and Table 3). 

Regarding claim 18, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
12, and Ainsbury further discloses wherein the report setup interface includes a 
destination element indicative of where the report should be sent (see Tables 1 and 3, 
column 14 lines 24-32, and column 15 lines 11-14). 
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Regarding claim 20, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
12, and Ainsbury further discloses an input apparatus and wherein the report setup 
interface is accessed via the input apparatus (see Figs. 1 and 2). 

Regarding claim 21, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
12, and Ainsbury further discloses wherein the report setup interface is accessed via 
driver software on a computer in communication with the device (see Tables 1-3, 
column 5 lines 3-7 and 43-55, and column 14 lines 24-32). 

Regarding claim 23, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
22, and Ainsbury further discloses determining a type of report to be generated (see 
column 2 line 41 -column 3 line 38, column 21 lines 3-19, and Table 3). 

Regarding claim 24, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
22, and Ainsbury further discloses determining a destination for the report (see Tables 1 
and 3, column 14 lines 24-32, and column 15 lines 11-14). 

Regarding claim 26, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
25, and Ainsbury further discloses wherein the report is to be printed on a substrate, the 
apparatus further performing: checking where the report should be printed, printing the 
report at the apparatus if the apparatus is the destination, and printing the report on 
another device when another device is the destination (see column 2 lines 41-46 and 
51-67, column 3 lines 3-26, column 5 lines 21-28, column 6 lines 40-49, column 14 lines 
24-32, column 15 lines 11-14, and Tables 1 and 3). 

Regarding claim 27, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
25, and Ainsbury further discloses wherein the report is to be an e-mail message, the 
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apparatus further performing sending an e-mail message to an e-mail address specified 
via the report setup interface (see column 15 lines 11-14). 

Regarding claim 28, Starek and Ainsbury disclose the system discussed in claim 
25, and Starek further discloses wherein the report is to be a log entry and the 
apparatus further performs writing the entry in a log file specified via the report setup 
interface (see column 6 lines 26-30). 

5. Claims 6, 9, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Starek and Ainsbury as applied to claims 1 , 5, and 12 above, and further in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 6385589 to Trusheim et al. 

Regarding claim 6, Starek and Ainsbury do not disclose expressly wherein the e- 
mail message is sent to a system administrator. 

Trusheim discloses wherein the e-mail message is sent to a system administrator 
(see column 11 lines 13-15). 

Regarding claim 9, Starek and Ainsbury do not disclose expressly wherein the 
report generator is configurable by an administrator only. 

Trusheim discloses wherein the report generator is configurable by an 
administrator only (see column 18 lines 12-15). 

Regarding claim 19, Starek and Ainsbury do not disclose expressly wherein the 
setup interface is accessible by an administrator only. 

Trusheim discloses wherein the setup interface is accessible by an administrator 
only (see column 18 lines 12-15). 
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Starek, Ainsbury, & Trusheim are combinable because they are from the same 
field of endeavor, collection, manipulation, and storage of data. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the aspect of a system administrator, as described by 
Trusheim, and which is well known in the art, with the system of Starek and Ainsbury. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to eliminate possible 
user errors by limiting the report functions to a system administrator. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Trusheim with Starek and 
Ainsbury to obtain the invention as specified in claims 6, 9, and 19. 

6. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Starek 
and Ainsbury as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6122446 to Satoh. 

Starek and Ainsbury do not disclose expressly wherein the report is a sound. 

Satoh discloses wherein the report is a sound (see column 8 lines 2-4). 

Starek, Ainsbury, & Satoh are combinable because they are from the same field 
of endeavor, manipulation and storage of data. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the audible report, as described by Satoh, and which is well 
known in the art, with the system of Starek and Ainsbury. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to enable a user to be 
alerted to a report even if the user is not currently monitoring the system. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Satoh with Starek and 
Ainsbury to obtain the invention as specified in claim 8. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mark R. Milia whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7408. The examiner can normally be reached M-F 8:00am-4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Twyler M. Lamb can be reached at (571) 272-7406. The fax number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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